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Art Unit: 1732 

I.The following Is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described in a printed publication In this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Volk (see 
Fig. 6; col. 3, lines 12-17; col. 5, line 63; col. 9, line 64 through col. 10, line 6; col. 10, 
line 18 and lines 46-68). 

Volk discloses the instant method of making a steeply curved lens element adapted for 
mounting in eyewear— spectacle frames (col. 10, line 18) — ^wherein a lens blank is 
molded (col. 2, lines 12-17) with a radius of curvature less than 35 mm over a 
substantial portion of the front surface (see the curvatures shown in Fig. 6), cutting a 
back surface (col. 10, lines 46-68) of the lens blank (passage bridging columns 9 and 
10) to provide the desired prescription through power and edging the lens blank (col. 10, 
lines 19-20). It Is rather clear from Figure 6 of Volk that the final lens has a hollow depth 
of greater than 8 mm, in that the perpendicular distance from the optical center of the 
posterior curve to the edge of the lens must be much greater than 10.183 mm. The 
10.183 mm is obtained by subtracting the thickness of the lens (ie, 8 mm) from the 
18.183 mm dimension shown on the left side of the figure. The front surface of the lens 
element provides a progressive lens surface — see col. 5, line 63. Concerning Instant 
claim 3, see column 10, line 74, wherein the back surface is ground using a toric tool, 
such seen to include the Instant "circular meridian toroid". Conceming instant claim 5, it 
is submitted that the cutting operations disclosed at columns 10 and 1 1 of Volk would 
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inherently involve the forming of a progressive surface at the bacl< surface of the lens, 
as such appear to involve the same operations performed on the front surface. 

2.The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Volk. 

Volk discloses the basic claimed process of making a lens element as set forth in 
paragraph 1, supra, the reference essentially lacking a clear teaching that the back 
surface grinding forms a progressive surface (ie, claim 5) and that the lens element is 
molded such that it has no through power due to its molded front and back surfaces. It 
is submitted that these would have been obvious modifications to the process disclosed 
in Volk dependent on the exact lens desired. Clearly, if it were known in Volk to fashion 
progressive surfaces on the front of the lens, then it would be obvious to do so on the 
rear surface of the lens. Also, it would have been obvious to employ molds that would 
have provided whatever desired front and back surface should one desire not to grind 
the surfaces after molding. It is noted that such is fairly well known in the art and is 
generally done in situations where only certain lenses are needed, or where molds exist 
for whatever types of lenses are required. However, this would not be a patentable 
advance over that disclosed in Volk. Also, making the molding surfaces of the molds so 
that the resultant lens molded therefrom has zero through power would have been 
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obvious dependent on the exact type of lens molded. If one did not require a 
prescription lens — ie, a corrective lens — ^then it certainly would have been obvious to 
modify the method of Volk to remove these aspects. The elimination of steps and their 
functions is always within the purview of one of ordinary skill in the art. 

3.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
121 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




M. Vargot 
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